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Hope im‘ SALT al

" The visit to Moscow last - would be even more dlfnc:xlt . '

-week of Sen. Charles Percy. R-
111, the likely chairman of the
- 'Foreign Relations: Committee

. in_the next Senate, revealed

f.that the Soviets are at least

- immensely curious about the

- new -president: and willing to -

- give his positions a hearing.

‘Ardd Percy's recommenda-

‘l,-tign on his return, that the

o efs.

’Reagan administration begin
ea:ly arms talks with the Rus-

~ sians, elicited a positive re-. -

v sponse from. Reagans advis-
..,.r .

R i

"All this is* encburagmg and

: witkbome, - ‘But.by all current
".:indications, reviving arms con-

,.trol.talks is far down the list

-. of.Reagan’s priorities, None of
- Réagan's top defense aad ior-

- eign ‘policy advisers has been

. Sympathetic to arms control.

" Early reports of the work of
the transition panels say that
mo3¢ of their effort is going
imoshapmg a program of rap-

ldn e)gpansxon of American mili- -

-power. So far there is lit-
tle 5ign that much attention is
benng paid to how an arms
build-up- will affect the
chances of later dxsarmam»nt
takks. . e o o

Meanwlnle the Russxans are
watching carefully, keeping
.open the door for new negotia-
tiony, Publicly they are stand-
inglirm for the ratxﬁcatxon of
SARTIL ... - .

If talks are reopened

- thotgh,- they-will almost cer-

tainly move to expand the
scope of discussions to include
the _U.S.. nuclear-systems in
Europe,; such -as the FB-lll
fighter-bombers, which =
capable oi hittmg t‘xe Sovxet
Union. - i

Ptevxous admxmstrattons

'have worked diligently to keep .
- -thesé weapons out of arms ne- -

- gotiations (in fact, recent Ge-
neva talks-on theater nuclear
weapons in Europe have foun-
deréd on precisely this issue),
and @it would be surprising if
Redgan were to act any differ-
erlly. It took seven years for
thibe administrations to get

P N e

Reagan's desire to delay for-
mul~ting a new SALT ap-
proach until after he has set a
framework for U.S. military
policy is understandable. If
there were any chance the re-
- view of US. strategic posture
~ would result in anything other
than a2 recommendation to
build more bombs and mis-

. siles, we would sympathize the
etfort to put first things first. .

But while Reagan's advisers

.contemplate a big arms build- --

- up, the sands are runnmg uut.
-on arms control,

Unless the new admxmstra- ¥

tion makes-an early pledge to
abide by the limits of SALT II
and reopens talks with the
Russians to correct the treaty
prob:ems Reagan sees, the So-

viets, whose five-year plan i3
expected to be set out in Fab-

ruary, might respond to U.S.
arms build-up by deploying nu-
clear weapons beyond the

SALT II ceilingss Accordiag to Vs
‘the-ClAy:the- Rissians coald -

i
.*l
i)
'

have as many as- 8,000 mere
ITBM »Warﬁeads By 1939, an.

‘Increase of 200, percent over

“their current-total.

~ Such a massive increase'ln
the Soviet arsenal would hard-
ly contribute to U.S. secutity.
It would almost certainly
doom any further propects for
arms negotiations. No Ameri-
“ean military counter-effort
could hope in tha short run to

match an unrestrained Soviet

build-up. That is why the Joint

Chiefs of Staff, with minor res- .

ervations, have supported the
~SALT II treaty.. -

Perhaps, ‘as prwdent con-

. fronted for the first time with.

“advice from outside his narrow

circle, Reagan will begin to un-
derstand why his predecessors

.considered arms control nego- -

tiations essential. .

. Perhaps, discovermg how
difficult it is to wring conces-
sions out of the Soviets, he will

:begin to see the virtnes of -
.SALT I! and find -a way to -
- make it politically palatable to
E SALT II .a-new- agreernent ‘xts Senate opponents. -
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